Rt. 8, Frederick, Md. 21701 
6/4/75 

Mr. Philip Geyclln 
E/ditorial Page Editor 
Washington Post 
1150 15 St., RW 
Washington, D.C. 20005 

Dear Mr. Geyelin, 

My initial reaction to your excellent editorial, "Assassination as a Weapon 
of diplomacy," is emotional and strong. I have been aching for a mnior paper to 
say some tiling like this for 11 years! 

It is close to the thrust of my own work* which I prefer to regard as an 
inquiry into the integrity of our society, broader than the editorial. 

At long last, too, a major paper has come to recognise that JFK changed. 

Had it not been for the absolute refusal of all the major media to give any 
serious consideration to the still completely accurate and undeniable proofs of ray 
first book and the evil dootrine of those first hoiks that followed mine. Lane's and 
Epateiria, this is the path my writing would have taken. That book was completely 
researched by then. 

If tills editorial i3 not a one-shot the re-examination can be more healthy 
for the country than anything I can think of. 

Why else do you think I have lived without regular income and done such things 
as file five FOIA suits and then give the results away? 

(if you are doing any soul-searching, piaase gat from vour filo:; the Warden 
Commission executive session transcript of 1/22/64, read it' and ask yourself how the 
Post could refuse to do a story on this when I gave it to Bill Claiborne 4/25 and 
AP had it on the wire for Sunday 5/18? In what I regard as suppression the Post was 
joined by the Times and Star. I take this to mean that those papers road, by most 
Members of Congress denied them this inf ormation. ) 

Can there be anything more subversive in a representative society than assas- 
sination? Is it not, no matter what lies behind it, wa 3 I called it in a 1968 hook 
I could not get printed an Amoriform ooup d'otat? 

fills, by the way, 13 the only theorizing I have ever done. I am not a "con— 
spiraoy theorist" and I do oppose them. Uhls leaves me alone among those who write 
and virtually alone among those called "critics" of the Warren Commission. But to 
date fact is unwelcome to tne major media. 

Were thin not the case, for example, the bureacrats who regardless of party 
require secrecy, could not have rewrit-ken the original FOI law in the courts. If 
you read the affidavit I filed yesterday mentioned briefly on page 4 today you 

-'7 charges that this is being attempted again and that the judge is party 

to ito 

1 E ^ en 1 reao Lawr3nca Ifc y° r ’ s 5/29 story early that morning I dashed off a 1,200- 
1,5°0 hit that could serve as notes and might have made an editorial article. It 
represents what to me is another part of this anti-democratic campaign by those who 
require secrecy. 

Because the Post’s attitude has bean clear I phoned your office to ask if you 
would please be asked if you would consider tills article. Hot a letter to the 
editor buc an article submission* I said I did not want to take the time I do not 
have to have it retyped if you had no interest in the subject. I was told what we 
toow is a practical impossibility, that you give serious consideration to everytliimfg. 
Aside from policy considerations you just dontt havo the space. 

The contrast between that attitude and today's editorial is one from which I 
can soe hope. 


Thera would be more basis for this hope if you and others in the major media 
would apply domestic considerations to the penultimate graf of this rsally fine 
editorial expression* 

With authoritarianism in mind too* 

Was the JFK assassination followed by more authoritarianism? Does assassina- 
tion permit future authoritarianism? Did our institutions function other than in 
an authoritarian manner when JFK was killed and since? 

Are not these considerations for the major press? 

Thp political assassinations aro to me major subversions not whodunits. It 
is this belief that has me investigating the investigations rather than the crimes. 

Iu a paraphrase of your words, There not oven the basis for a useful public 

debate over whether” the institutions that failed when JFK was assassinated and ~ 
thereafter aro essential to the country. They are. 

The r>ial policy question is ...has to do with the preservation of traditional 
ideals aid principles..." Can representative society survive tide kind of continuing 
malfunction, regardless of its cause. 

T;iis editorial addresses those ideals and principles as they relate to foreign 
affairs. I long for the day when thi 3 kind of thought and the magnificent expression 
of it is applied to domestic matters in more depth than ha a been given to some mani- 
festations like data banka. 

(On this ono of those supposedly destroyed Arsgr files is on the JFK assassina- 
tion, It dates to long after the assassination, coinciding in time with books 
critical of the official solution. If this kind of file had been of historical or 
other proper content can you imagine its being destroyed or the claim to destruction 
being made? The Army also denios having either thes reports or pictures turned in by 
an Army intelligence agont who was at the scone of the crime. Whenp'.can got to it 
I'll be filing an FSIa suit on this too. ny proofs of fact are FBI ’files X have. I 
would bo happy to turn tills and much else over to others who would persevere in 
bringing whatever* tho information is to light raid publishing it. Another possibly 
newswortny file part of which is still withheld deals with what floseako told the 
Fdl and the CIA. In three weeks the Archives has not answered my inquiries on bids 
and the available reports, k±sx released and declassified under unusual circum- 
stances end timing leave little doubt that what is withheld can be significant. The 
Boat is welcome, do what I have. The newest member of the cabinet is one of this© 
wlio put u i*A Sk-uinT ilaasificatiou on what had never been classified and what had 
boon classified only confidential. 1 also have a provocative letter he wrote ids 
associate doalingawitii tae CIA's possible involvement. ) 

% sincere tiianks for and appreciation of this editorial. I hope it is only 
the beginning of your thinking and writing on the subject in its broadest concept. 


Sincerely, 


Barold V/eisberg 


